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Xiaoyan Ba, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the Board
of Immigration Appeals’ summary affirmance without opinion of an Immigration

Judge’s (“1J”) order denying her applications for asylum, withholding of removal
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and protection under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”). We have
jurisdiction pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review the 1J’s decision for
substantial evidence, Ramos-Vasquez v. INS, 57 F.3d 857, 861 (9th Cir. 1995), and
we deny the petition for review.

The “sum total” of the inconsistencies within Ba’s testimony, and between
her testimony and written statement, regarding her practice of Falun Gong, provide
substantial evidence to support the BIA’s adverse credibility finding. Pal v. INS,
204 F.3d 935, 940 (9th Cir. 2000). Moreover, we give special deference to the 1J’s
demeanor finding. Singh-Kaur v.INS, 183 F.3d 114, 1151 (9th Cir. 1999) (1Jisin
the position to observe the testimony of many petitioners).

In the absence of credible testimony, Ba failed to demonstrate eligibility for
asylum, withholding of removal or relief under the CAT. See Farah v. Ashcroft,
348 F.3d 1153, 1156-57 (9th Cir. 2003).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.



